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CORRESPONDENCE,
THE SPECIAL MEETING AT BIRMINGHAM.

SIR,-A matter of urgent importance arises out of the
Notice of Meeting published in the BRITISH MEDICAL JOURNAL
of July 4th. It is as follows:

If the resolution carrying the alteration of the Memoran-
dum be adopted and confirmed at Carlisle, then the Asso-
ciation will stand committed to any defence scheme the
Council may select to put in force.
Now, since the scheme adopted by the Council is full of

numerous violations of those principles of medical defence
administration which have been found in the past to be
essential for success, a very obvious danger to the Association
exists unless the Council will give a pledge to the special
meeting that they will only carry out a scheme that has
received the assent of the Association in general meeting
assembled.

Failing this it will be necessary that a resolution safeguard-
ing the position of the Association should be moved, and I
intend to propose such in that case. Although personally in
favour of the Association undertaking defence work, it is
plain that so important a change must receive the most
searching discussion from the members of the Association at
large.
But the matter of the Birmingham meeting is even more

complicated, for both according to the Articles of Association
and the Companies Act (Alteration of Memorandum) the
notice given is imperfect. I have taken Mr. Eustace Smith's
opinion on this point, and he shows that the meeting has
been improperly summoned, and that therefore its decisions
will be invalid.

I sincerely hope therefore that the Council, before whom I
have laid these facts, will postpone the alteration of the
Memorandum until at Carlisle a complete scheme shall have
been adopted by the general meeting.

Finally, some of your readers may be under the impression
that, as announced, the scheme will also be discussed at Bir-
mningham. Believing this was legally impossible I wrote to
Mr. Fowke, and learn from him that the statement was a
anisprint.-I am, etc.,

Cavendish Square, W., July 6th. VICTOR HORSLEY.
*** We are informed that the Council of the Association

aiave been advised by eminent counsel that the meeting has
been duly convened, and that the resolutions if passed will be
valid.
SIR,-Perhaps you will kindly find space for a few observa-

otions on the scheme proposed by the Council for the defence
of the members. I may be wrong, but I feel strongly that it
is a great mistake to make the subscription for this purpose a
roluntary one. What will probably happen is this: A few
hundred members will pay the extra subscription, the
vnajority will remain quiescent until they have some evidence
that the scheme will prove successful. The subscription of
the few members will soon be swallowed up in legal expenses,
and the Council will get alarmed, and give notice that after a
certain date the scheme will be dropped.
To give the scheme a fair chance every member must sub-

scribe to it. There must be no restrictions. Why it is pro-
posed that only members of Branches should have the benefits
passes my comprehension. I should have thought the better
policy would have been to treat all members, whetherattached
or unattached, alike.
Nothing is so likely to weld the members into one har-

monious body as a properly thought out scheme for the
defence of them both individually and collectively.-I am,
,etc.,

Cardiff, July 7th. T. GARRETT HORDER.

THE COUNCIL OF THE ROYAL COLLEGE OF
SURGEONS.

S1R,-In reply to the eminently fair criticism of your corre-
spondent " M.R.C.S." of my article in the BRITISH MEDICAL
JOURNAL of June 27th, I have to admit that there are, doubt-
less, various points from which one may observe the same
object. I dissent altogether, however, from his contention

that the "Members" have interests different from those of
the " Fellows." Of the i ,2oo Fellows, a large proportion must
be engaged in the work of general practitioners, and not as
pure consultants in surgery; and like himself doubtless, we
all have the interests of the profession generally at heart. I
would not knowingly associate myself in general professional
work with a " sixpenny doctor" or a homceopath, or any
other whose conduct, in my opinion, has a tendency to
degrade the profession in the estimation of the public, or in
that of itself. Wherein, then, lie the separate interests of
the Fellows and Members? The interests of both are bound
up in those of the College as a whole, and in those of the
profession generally.
In regard to the method of electing the members of the

Council then, it appears to me that, instead of appealing to
the whole I5,ooo Members, as good a result can be secured by
taking the suffrages of the small body of Fellows, and much
clumsiness and expense can be saved, while, at the same
time, a stimulus is offered to the Members to proceed to the
higher diploma. And, as I have already said, it may be sup-
posed-broadly speaking-that a body is appealed to who
take a greater interest in the affairs of the College, and are
better informed on the questions which the Council have to
consider.

It is useless for me to write over an anonym, and I there-
fore beg to subscribe myself yours, etc.,
Manchester, July 6th. JAS. HARDIE.

THE PENAL POWERS OF THE GENERAL MEDICAL
COUNCIL.

SIR,-In your leading article in the BRITISH MEDICAL
JOURNAL of July 4th you remark that the grant of increased
penal powers to the qualifying medical authorities is almost
indispensable to professional discipline.
May I be permitted to point out that such a grant would in

no wise amend the cumbrous process by which defaulters are
now removed from the list of qualified practitioners, and that
something quite different is needed? 'The whole effort of the
General Medical Council is to throw upon the diploma-
granting bodies the onus in question; the whole effort of the
profession should be to insist that the representative body of
the profession should be the disciplinary one.
The plan which I suggest, and have for a long time advo-

cated, is that diplomas, whatever their origin, should qualify
for registration, and that registration alone should qualify for
practice; in other words, that diplomas, as such, should have
no virtue as between the practitioner and the public.
This plan would at once remove the whole difficulty.
May I venture, in this connection, to touch upon another

point? The approaching election of direct representatives
reminds us forcibly how greatly the profession, as a whole, is
in the hands of a body which explicitly disclaims any duty to it,
and contends that it exists for the benefit of the public. Are
we helpless in this matter? I venture to think not, since the
Medical Act of i886 provides that when the General Medical
Council fails to exercise powers vested in it, the Privy
Council may take action on its own account.
A petition from the whole profession to the Privy Council

for the exercise of the power possessed by the General
Medical Council, but which they have again and again
refused to exercise, namely, that of bringing about the ap-
pointment of additional direct representatives, might at
last succeed in making the Council see that the profession
is not helpless, and that " birds who can sing and won't sing
may be made to sing."-I am, etc.,

EDWARD C. BOUSFIELD, L.R.C.P.Lond.
Old Kent Road, S.E., July 7th.

THEISUPRARENAL GLAND.
SIR, I have read with the greatest interest " A Third

Report on the Suprarenal Gland," etc., by Dr. Auld, in the
BRITISH MEDICAL JOURNAL of July 4th. As I have been
engaged for some time in researches upon the histology of the
suprarenals, I should feel grateful if you would a!low me
space for a few remarks. Dr. Auld states two views: (i) That
the medullary portion is the essential one, the cortex being
subsidiary; (2) that the medulla has an internal colloia
secretion. With regard to the second, I may say, I agree
with Dr. Auld; but with regard to the first, all my investiga-


